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a conception of the periegeds of ]Polemon, the most important represen- 
tive of this branch of literature, the periegesis of Pausanias must be used 
with great caution. . . . Direct proofs are lacking of dependence of Pau- 
sanias upon Polemon ; indeed, internal evidence tells against such a rela- 
tion." The author, in spite of the general soundness of his views, has made 
several erroneous statements, and has treated parts of his subject inade- 
quately. Heliodoros cannot be regarded as an "imitator" of Polemon. In 
the list of periegetai should be inserted the names of Theophilos (Sicily), 
Antigonos (Macedonia), and Asklepiades (tS>v eOvZv twv iv -rfj TovpSvravia). 
In describing objects of antiquarian interest the periegetai cannot always 
have taken them up in succession according to their geographic or topo- 
graphic location. How could such an order have been followed, for ex- 
ample, in Anaxandridas' Trepl r&v a-vXriOevrmv iv Aek(f)oii avaO-qftArmi, which 
dealt with lost ex-votos ? — W. Guelitt, in Berl. philol. Woch., 1891, No. 1. 

E. Cagn-at. L' Annie ipigraphique (1889). Paris, 1890 ; Leroux. 
It was a happy thought that led M. Cagnat to publish first in the Bevue 
Archeologique, and afterwards in an annual reprint, the Latin inscriptions 
that are from time to time discovered in what was the ancient Eoman world. 
This, the second fasciculus (for 1889), is no less interesting than that of 
1888 ; it contains 188 new inscriptions, many of which are of signal impor- 
tance. On pp. 53 and 54 is given a plan of the barracks of the Vigiles 
lately excavated at Ostia. True to his programme, M. Cagnat furnishes, 
with his texts and notes, a bibliography of new books and articles on Roman 
Epigraphy and Institutions ; this, with his excellent indexes, greatly en- 
hances the value of a publication which is almost indispensable for students 
of the Latin language and of Roman history and institutions. — P. Guiraud, 
in Mev. Oritique, 1891, No. 26. 

A. Caetatjlt. Terres Cuites Orecques photographiies d'apr^ les 
originaux des collections privies de France et des mus4es d'Athhies, 
Large 4to, pp. Lvn, 97 ; 29 plates. Paris, 1891 ; Colin. 
After an introduction on Greek and Italic terracottas, the author de- 
scribes forty-three examples, which are figured on twenty-nine inferior 
plates. Of these forty-three examples only three, according to the reviewer, 
are of unquestioned genuineness, being from Athens, Corinth and Megara 
respectively. Of the others, many are without question spurious and be- 
long to the class known as "Asia Minor " terracottas (ef. Rev. Oritique, 1890, 
I, p. 41), and nine have already been adequately published. The author 
is familiar with current literature on the subject, as is in part shown by his 
propounding as his own the views of other scholars, but he wholly lacks the 
originality that he aflfects. His sesthetic criticisms are vulgar and of little 



